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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed 5/28/2008 has been entered. Claims 1 , 8, 12, and 
16 are amended. Claims 1-18 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the objection to the specification is 
persuasive, the objection is withdrawn in view of the amendment to the specification 
made on 3/21/2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as tiie inventtioriJ 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said means" in the end on line 2 to the beginning 
of line 3; it is not explicitly clear what the applicant is referring to. 



new grounds of rejection and we 

iijijSSitaiiM 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

8. Claims 1-2, 5-9, 13-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Evans et al. (US 4,825,200), and further in view of Pessina et al. (US 

6,992,612). 

Regarding claims 1, 5-8, 13-14, and 16, Evans et al. teach a reconfigurable 
remote control transmitter capable of controlling multiple electronic devices (See the 
Abstract and Col. 2, line 40 - Col. 3, line 16), the reconfigurable transmitter learns and 
stores codes of other remote control transmitters, and associates the learnt codes with 
the reconfigurable keys for later use (See Col. 6, lines 9-51 ); mode selection switches 
(18A and 18B) for selecting appliances are operated first to learn codes for a selected 
appliance in the learn mode, and the mode switches are operated again when in the run 
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mode to operate the selected appliance using the codes learnt (See Col. 1 1 , line 47 - 
Col. 12, line 4). 

Evans fails to disclose a special mode for operating different appliances at the 
same time; wherein the reconfigurable keys are configured to operate different 
appliances without the use of the mode selection switch to select individual appliances. 

Pessina teaches a special method of remotely controlling multiple appliances 
continuously at the same time using a single remote control; the remote control in the 
method has specific buttons directly controlling specific appliances; buttons with labels 
14-16 are directed to the remotely controlled draperies; buttons with labels 14b and 16 
are directed to the remotely controlled lights. (See the Abstract, Figure 3B, and Col. 3, 
line 34 - Col. 4, line 19) 

From the teachings of Pessina, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Evans et al. 
to include a special mode to be selected for operating different appliances at the same 
time; wherein the reconfigurable keys are configured to operate different appliances 
without the use of the mode selection switch to select individual appliances as taught by 
Pessina to operate different appliances more conveniently without the need to 
constantly change modes using the mode selection switch. 

Regarding claims 2 and 9, the combination of Evans and Pessina discloses the 
structural elements of the claimed invention but fails to disclose the method comprises a 
step of commanding associations during the programming step prohibiting the 
programming of prohibited associations. However, it would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination 
of Evans and Pessina to include the method comprises a step of commanding 
associations during the programming step prohibiting the programming of prohibited 
associations in order to prevent unwanted commands from being activated, thereby 
eliminating unnecessary hassle when operating in the special mode. 

9. Claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Evans et al. in view of Pessina et a!., and further in view of Nakajima (US 5,949,151). 

Regarding claims 3 and 10, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not 
specifically disclose an attempt to program a prohibited association triggers the 
transmission of an alert signal with visual or audible indication. 

Nakajima teaches generating alarms when an unauthorized operation is 
detected. (See Col. 4, line 63 to Col. 5, line 4) 

From the teachings of Nakajima, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Evans 
and Pessina to include an attempt to program a prohibited association triggers the 
transmission of an alert signal with visual or audible indication as taught by Nakajima to 
alert the user the operation is unauthorized. 

10. Claims 4, and 1 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Evans et al. in view of Pessina et al., and further in view of Stacy et al. (US 

6,127,961). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not specifically 
disclose a step of displaying a visual identifier of an appliance, the visual identifier of an 
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appliance being displayed when the device is in the second mode and when a user 
activates a means of control associated with the appliance. 

Stacy et al. disclose a method of using a programmable remote control having a 
step of displaying a visual identifier of an appliance (via plurality of LEDs 24, 26, 28, 30 
and 32) being controlled, said step being triggered by a mode switch (14). (See Col. 2 
line 9-30) 

From the teachings of Stacy et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Evans 
and Pessina to include a step of displaying a visual identifier of an appliance, the visual 
identifier of an appliance being displayed when the device is in the second mode and 
when a user activates a means of control associated with the appliance as taught by 
Stacy to tell which appliance is being controlled. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not 
specifically disclose the device comprises a means of display of an identifier of the 
appliance, said means being activated when a means of control associated with the 
appliance is activated and the means of display being integrated into the means of 
selection of an appliance. 

Stacy et al. disclose a method of using a programmable remote control having a 
step of displaying a visual identifier of an appliance (via plurality of LEDs 24, 26, 28, 30 
and 32) being controlled, said step being triggered by a mode switch (14). (See Col. 2 
line 9-30) 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,597 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2612 

From the teachings of Stacey et a!., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
Evans and Pessina to include a means of display of an identifier of the appliance, said 
means being activated when a means of control associated with the appliance is 
activated as taught by Stacey et al. to tell which appliance is being controlled and the 
means of display is integrated into the means of selection of an appliance for easier 
identification of the means of selection visually. 

1 1 . Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Evans et 
al. in view of Pessina et al., and further in view of Allport (US 6,104,334). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not specifically 
disclose the device comprises a touch screen display. Allport teaches a remote control 
to control various consumer appliances comprises a touch screen display (via touch 
screen 660, See Figure 18). From the teachings of Allport, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
combination of Evans and Pessina to include a touch screen display to control the 
device more intuitively by utilizing a touch screen. 

12. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Evans et al. in view of Pessina et al., and further in view of Guyer (US 6,130,624). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not specifically 
disclose the means of selection of an appliance comprises a switch including as many 
positions as appliances to be commanded plus a position activating the programmed 
associations. 
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Guyer teaches a remote control device having buttons and a mode switch. The 
mode switch has multiple positions each position having a separate function. (See the 
Abstract and Col. 6, lines 29-39) 

From the teachings of Guyer, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Evans and 
Pessina to include the means of selection of an appliance comprises a switch including 
as many positions as appliances to be commanded plus a position activating the 
programmed associations as taught by Guyer to utilize the multi-position switch for easy 
activation of various functions. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Evans and Pessina did not specifically 
disclose the means of selection of a set of associations comprises a switch including as 
many positions as sets, the means of selecting sets being activated when the means of 
selection of an appliance is in the position activating the associations. 

Guyer teaches a remote control device having buttons and a mode switch. The 
mode switch has multiple positions each position having a separate function. (See the 
Abstract and Col. 6, lines 29-39) 

From the teachings of Guyer, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Evans and 
Pessina to include the means of selection of a set of associations comprises a switch 
including as many positions as sets, the means of selecting sets being activated when 
the means of selection of an appliance is in the position activating the associations as 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,597 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2612 

taught by Guyer to utilize multi-position switches for easy activation of various sets 
programmed. 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 

this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YONG HANG JIANG whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3024. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian A. Zimmerman can be reached on 571-272-3059. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Y.J./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2612 
/Brian A Zimmerman/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



